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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed July 6, 2009 have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new 
ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Ronen US 6,285,660). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-2, 5, 1 1-13, 19-22, 24-27 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Ronen (US 6,285,660). 

1 . Regarding claims 1 and 25, Ronen discloses a method for managing traffic on a 
switching system (fig. 1, item 1 16). The method comprises receiving a service request (fig. 6, 
step 1000) from an end point (item 1 14) by a server (item 116), where the end points and the 
server are connected through routers (item 102; fig. 2, items 202-208; col. 2, lines 49-51), 
determining by the server a system traffic level responsive to receiving the service request (fig. 
6, steps 1000 and 1002), correlating the traffic with a predetermined level of available service 
functionality (fig. 5, step 2002; col. 9, lines 45-49; fig. 6, step 1010 or 1006), and establishing an 
available services list (fig. 5, step 2004; fig. 6, step 1012 or 1008). Further regarding claim 25, 
the method is performed by an apparatus having corresponding means (fig. 1, item 116; fig. 4). 

2. Regarding claims 2, 1 1 and 26-27, the method further comprises determining whether the 
service request is one of the available services on the list (step 1004; col. 2, lines 8-17; note: 
offered special service), generating a service availability message for the requested service (col. 
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10, lines 15-20), and transmits the message to the requesting end point (fig. 6, steps 1006 and 
1008). 

3. Regarding claim 5, the traffic includes point-to-point connections (col. 3, line 61; note 
file transfer) and conference connections among end points (col. 4, line 1 1). 

4. Regarding claims 12-13, the service availability message notifies the end point that the 
requested service is not available based on the traffic level determination (step 1012). 

5. Regarding claim 19, the method further comprises the end point establishing a connection 
through the switching system to provide a user with the service requested (step 1018). 

6. Regarding claims 20-22, 24 and 29, Ronen discloses a method of conducting traffic 
management on a network (fig. 1). The method comprises creating in a communication server 
(item 1 16) a current list of available system service (fig. 5, step 2002-2004; col. 9, lines 45-49), 
updating the list of available services based on a network traffic measurement and network 
performance parameters associated with system services (col. 9, lines 45-49), where the network 
includes routers (col. 2, lines 49-51), and selectively suppressing network device service requests 
received by the server (item 1 16) through a router based on whether the requested service 
corresponds to an entry on a current list of available services (col. 10, lines 3-6 and 20-24; fig. 6, 
steps 1000, 1010, 1020). Further regarding claim 29, the method is performed by an apparatus 
having corresponding means (fig. 1, item 1 16; fig. 4). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 
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Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ronen in view of 
Leong et al. (US 6,269,398). 

7. Ronen discloses that the network load is periodically obtained from routers (col. 10, lines 
10-14). However, Ronen does not disclose sending a router load request. Leong discloses a load 
request to provide router information (fig. 3a, step 304). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to send a router load request to routers 
in the invention of Ronen in order to provide router information as necessary (Leong, col. 1, 
lines 28-32). 

Claims 14-17, 23, 28, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ronen in view of Choksi (US 6,978,144). 

8. Regarding claims 14-17, 23, 28 and 30, Ronen discloses that traffic determination is 
initiated upon receipt by a service request and transmitting a message that indicates the service is 
available (steps 1004-1006). However, Ronen does not disclose queuing a request. Choksi 
discloses queuing a service request (fig. 2, item 82). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to queue service requests in the 
invention of Ronen in order to consider the service requests based on priority (Choksi, col. 1, 
lines 56-59). 

Allowable Subject Matter 
Claims 6-10 and 18 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Harper whose telephone number is 571-272-3 166. The 
examiner can normally be reached weekdays from 1 1 :00 AM to 7:00 PM ET. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Seema Rao, can be reached at 571-272-3174. The centralized fax number for the 
Patent Office is 571-273-8300. For non-official communications, the examiner's personal fax 
number is 571-273-3166 and the examiner's e-mail address is kevin.harper@uspto.gov. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
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may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications associated with a customer number is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see portal.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 
571-272-1000. 

/Kevin C. Harper/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2462 

November 1,2009 



